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TO THE HONORABLE JUDGES Of THE UNITED STATES COURT OF aPPELAS 


POR THE SECOND CinCuUIT 


The appeliant,wno is acting pro se, begs tne foroearance or tue 
juages in this court wno wiil sit in juugement of this matter, to 
oe indulgent anda patient in the reading of tne Suomitted papers 
and in tne consiaeration for tne reversai or premature ana raise 
verdicts,Slice tne presentation nas not oeea preparea oy a lawyer 


ana does not coatain the Tinesse ot an accempiisnea legal mina. 


Tne appellant nas researcnea ner material carerully ana nas 
attempted to present it in a simple straignt fowara Manner, secure 
in ner xnowleage tnat sne was expioitea py tne .ower court and 
thwarted at every turn in her endeavors to retrieve money seized 


thorough wrongaoing,lawiessness ana vigiation or rignts. 


The appeliant is particularly eager ror tne CamoOullage or tne lower 
Court to be penetrated, tnat it ve nela responsiole for every thing 
Suomittea to it Tor aajuuicatiou to protect tne rignts or litigants 
tor readress,tnat it ve nelia responsioie Lor tne mweservatlom of righte 


tor everyone wno comes witnin its orpit. 


This is to ve rememoerea Rule i oJJ0A neg- Ins-"An exaction by the 


US government wnicn is not oasea in iaw, Statutory or otaerwise is thy 
taking or property witnout due processor law in violation of the 


Tit tr ‘ 1A acre ' Sa a a, . . 
4 amendment to the United otates Constitution! 


nnn a Se RE 
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Jespite all the sanctimonious talk of no one veing above the iaw ana 


the strict adhereace to tne coustitution,tae Intemal Reveaue pervice 


is openly permitted to Viobate the Constitution, aousing it aoundantly 
Judging from tne activity in this matter ana the volume of cases 


in tne various courte or tne United States. 


This appeal is pianned in two segments, tne first segmeit coufined to 


tne abuse or aue process deaging to premature aia raise verdicts, thus 
renaering tnem voia legaily aua tne secoaa SegmeuteneLa in aveyaace 
Witn the court's inauigence pending tne aajuaication or tne rirst 
Segment,coutiaed to judicial errors in ract ana law aaa the corruption 


Oy Utne agelendait ieading to talse,erroneous veraictse 


Tne appeziant wno is a woman acting pro se i10vuxs to tnis court to 
provect her rignts agaiast coatemplatea,calculatea tecnuical dismissals, 
against bias anda aiscrimination,agaiast malicious lawlessae 


General y 
ey/ Irowns,aainst iacompetent self 


Ss apoa 
which tne United states Attora 


Serving government tawyers,against toe vioiation of ser Constitutional, 


Civil and Human rignts. 


Tne appellant looxs to tnis court to Yignt wroug,to penetrate the 


coverups Manipulatea to aereat tne proper administration or justice 


in tnis refuna action as Manifestea py apparent cOiiusion,slaited 


favor, oostruction or Justice ana certain perjury. 


Tnis can as8surealy ve ueducea Irom instant tecnnical aQismissais 


sulferea oy tne appellant at the Silentest pretext or au excsee for one 


ana the Wiax enjoyea Oy tne aelenaant with out of time aiswers,no 


auswers to avoia defense and Otner malpractices berpetraiea 


against the appellant. 


If justice is wnat Justice is supposea to be, tned the appeilant will 
PlEVail whicn Sne intends to Ade 


16 61 74 Statement 
Government lawyers pasx in the sun witn copious ricn rnetoric, 
uasadstantiated,hooawink courts with irrelevant laws,in their 


presentations,give traudulent misleaaing lmromation to induce 


¢ 
dismissals zna exploit pro se litigants ignorance wita tne law 


concerning ouraen of proor as 1t relates to tax cases. 


It is well estabiisnea tnat the ourden of proot in civil actions 
is upoa the taxpayer put reverses wnen a Iinading nas peen made 
Or erroneous,excessive assessmeits resulting in iilegal seizures 


ana proven oy ane rearess of a reruna. 


Tne ouraen or proor is upon the aefenaant in such circumstances. 

Dak this seems to nave conveniently siippea tne mina of tne aereudant 

in the same mauuer tnat the aata or paia taxes and Otner court statses 
malicious 

Silppea tne mind witn tne acliverate/attempt to snixrt the entire 


Ouragen oF prool upon tne appellant,lawiessly. 


fhe aelenaanut siace tne initiation or tne case in the iower court 
engagea in a course or action to damage the appeiiant oy Ialse, 
misieauing,recxiess,willfull,galicious presentations to tne court 


to liuauce aismissals or ner claims to rerunus tor tne years at issue. 


The derenuants omissions aaa proceaurai Iiaws witnout an iota 
a ls , 4 C¢ 4 : ; F 
of Sadstantive aoumentary evideuce to agisprove tne appeilant's 


Coatentions are sarricient argument to veriry snem. 


In conclusioa,tne appeilant realizea tne Duruen a@ COurt must assume 
to protect all iitigants ana tnanxs tne COurt lm advance ror its 


laaulgeace. 


duage cooper refusea to dismiss the matter woen tne aeienaant Tailea w 
disprove ner claims,wnicn stili nolas.Judge Stewart snouiu nave aone 


no less. 
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STEP 3Y STP ACCOUNT LEADING TO PREWATURE AND FPaLSE VERDICS 


On 9/20/74 by court order a motion to supplement and amena pleadings 
witno new evidence was suomitted to the court to ve aeterminea 
oy suomission only. 


On 1/15/75 a letter was sent to the court reminding it or this 


2 


Outstanding ‘Motion. 


0a 1/23/75 tnouga tne above motion nad aot as yet oeen adjudicatea 


the appeilant was oraerea to a pre trial conurerence on 2/27/75 


witno the tnreat of aismissal,ir she failea to appear for tnis. 


On 2/3/76 a letter was sent to the court questioning this threatening 
and intimiaating treatment in lignt of the unaajudicatea motion 


still before the court,oy court oraer. 


On 2/27/15 the appeilant was ordered to an immediate trial,wnich 
was later postponed to 3/6/75 oy protest.No minutes were taxen, 
no time given for tnougnt and preparation Ior a trial anda no 


Foundation laia out for it. 


On 3/3/75 official aia writtea ojection to the premature androrcea 
pre trial conterence which is aiscretionary ana not Maiagatory unaer 


law was suomitted. 


On 3/3/15 @ motion for summary juagement coataining new evidence was 


Submitted to the court ror aeterminatioa oy suomission only. 


Oa 3/6/75 the appeliant appeared at tne trial anu suomitted official 
written Oojection to the out of oruer,premature torcea trial- 


Outstanding motions vefore the court having not as yet wea Oitrlicially 


adjuuicated or aocketea as substantiated wita the aocket sheet 
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or 
or tne case,ythereoy aepriving ner/ the opportuaity to prosecute her 


Case in orderly, judicial manner. 


On 3/6/13 a rorced,premature,avorted trial toox place,despite objection 
to it,aespite no founuation, aespite no apprisiag or legal ana civil 


rignts,aespite outstanding motioas,aespite no jury of peers. 


The ignored objection was foilowea oy an inquiry regarding paia taxes 
aga when this was alrimmea the appeliant was oraerea swom in agaiast 


ner wisnes inviolation or ner rights. 


Haa the juage acae nis nomework witn the motion to amend and supplement 


pleagings ana tne motion for summary jaase Fito tne new eviuence and 
appenaices ana had aajuuicatea tnem prior to tne triai,ne woulu nave 
ror tne years at issue-1y59,490¢,1905,1904,1900,1507 
<aowa the taxes were paid/and the proper stanaing of tne appellant, 
possioly 


Contained in tnese motionspiet alone/ooviating a trial. 
on 3/6/15 tne juage would have known this inrormation naa f usea 
tne pre trial conrereace ror wnat it was intenaed,albeit the 


appellant's oojection to it,tor legal reasons. 


On 3/6/75 the juage questionea tne government lawyer avout nis Llailure 
in not naving tne data regaraing paia taxes ror tne trial.Tnis too 


: , P : ~ . ‘ eq ques tes 
coulu aave oeei resoivead at the pre trial courerence li aaqgiton tv 


ad juuicatea d 

Qata aoout statuses in tne Tax Court ana Court of appeals. 

This government lawyer snouiu nave naa tnis inrormation since tnis 
was just as availaole to nim,more so, tnan it was to the appeilant. 
Tne failure to suomit ravorable evidence in tne motion fo amend ana 
Supplement pleaagings, tne failure to respona to the summary juugement, 
the failure to Suomit Tavoraole information at tne trial regaraing 


paid taxes ana otner court statuses were deliverate and malic ous 
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Omissions intended oniy ter contemplatea and caiculatea dismissals. 


On 3/6/75 this mock trial with nothing of suostance accompiisnea 


was suddenly terminated wita tne"I thnk we perhaps nave gone as 


tar as we snould tnis arternoon" without aajouming it for proper 


aga Lurt on x , 
adjudication ror refund,under oath anu witn opportunity ror ross 


examination.This was a grave error and violatea rignts to a iair trial. 


Tnis suaaen termination rollowed tne aiscovery oF perjury in tne 
appeiiant's 
aerenaantS witness witn/evidence suomitteda to tne court ana tne 


questioning of the Witness oy tne jJuagesWith tacit acceptance oy hin. 


On 7/28/75 the appellamt submitted a letter to the judge's ofiice 


in opposition to a copy of a ietter received Irom tne uereiuait 
tecnnical 
aated 7/9/75 ana received a rew aays prior to 7/28/7>,aemaiaing/aismissal. 


Oa 7/23/75 the appeilaat was aavisea tae case nau oeen dismissed 7/11/75. 


Since the appeilant nau no notice of wis a copy was Ootainea Tor ner. 


aue 
This was flagrant aouse ot/ process oy the detendant in witnnolaing 


a letter aated 7/9/75 aemanaing aismissal wnicno snoula nave ocen 
suomitted oy motioa until a few uays prior to 7/23/75 whicn aeprivea 
tne appellant or oruerly juuicial rearess,an olu trick used by 
uaetnical lawyers to inauce dismissais,naving veen thwartea iu this 


oy a tying witaess and saved oy an avortea,diasea trial witn a vack aoor. 


Juuge Stewart committea a grave error in aot orreriang the appetiant 
aia dglSMisSing, ite case 
sthe apportunaity to responea to an erroneous letter/on a trumped up 
bedi owl ea aemand ror 
cnalcallty ,woich @iawiasaicsnoula nave vee. orought on oy motion 


and nandled in aa orderly judicial manner,especially after not reuaering 
a2. : : ualtair i 
aecision for more tnan Lour montnas aiter tne trlait and tnen relying 
as yet — 
O04 a iraudulent Letter to issue one immeaiatelyswitn /an untinisneda trial. 
& 
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Oa 9/29/75 Juage stewart denied consiueratioa or ais aecision. 


Qa 19/23/75 a motion to vacate premature and talse veraicts or 7/11/75 


and 9/29/75 was suomittea to tne court. 


On 12/3/75 a searca was inifiatea to locate this motion whicn Juage 
Stewart coatendea ne aid not receive tnougn the prose clerx stated 


this nad oee:n processed in traditlouail mauner. 


On 3/9/Jo a copy of tnis motion was suomittea to Juage otewart's orfice 


Since it coula not ce locatedsaespite his aiscourayement. 


Oa jf 20/Jo tne appeilant receivea tne aenlal OL this motion Trom which 
al appeal was taxen,almost a year arter the motion to vacate tne 
premature aaa talse veraicts 2i 7/it/7> ana y/2¥/7> Was suomitted, 

and exactly two years atter suomitting the motion to 

ae ne bath spirit. 
-amead ada suppleseut pleaaings on 9/¢g0/74puauer tne Court's Liveral 
The preceding steps snow now premature ana Iaise veraicts were reacned 
in violation oi tne ayppeilant's rignts to aue process,to truth, to 


Constructive’ thinking ,to justice. 


The preceding steps snow taat any veraicts reacnea oy reason ol them 


MuSt oe Taise aua void ana nave no legal standing. 
They mast oy reason or tois oe reverseu. 


Snoula tne court aeem tnere were no improper steps in reacning the 
prema ture : 

. Veraicts,iet aLone juagicial erroneous ones,tnen tne appeliant 
reserves tne rignt to prosecute the appeal to reverse fulse veraicts 
oased upon juaicial errors,g¢orruption by the delfeudant auring the 
eatire lite or the matter ana tne vioiation or Constitutional, Civil 


ana Human rignts. 


OTHER RSASONS TO SUPPORT THE HKEVERSAL OF PREMATURE AND FALSE VERDICTS 


The appellant nas presentea tne legal reasoas,aouse of aue process- 
abuse of power,to reverse tne premature ana talse veraicts but tne 


most important reason to ao tnis transcends law. 


This is ageliverate anu maticious cruelty to numaa oelags,iet alone 


Ootner living creatures. 


fine Interaal Revenue Service whicn operates Outsiae tne Coastitutioa 
aousea tnis privilege oy e¢ugaging in a persistait pattera or orricial 

” 4 ' esp ciaily im tae 1959 ana 1ly6¢ years 
misconuuct ana lawlessness /tarougn its agents anu lawyers Causing 
irreparable financial deprivation oy seizing money not aue it, 
espeClaily aurin, tne weex of a death in the Taviiy,as determinea 

the Linglidg OL 
later oy/an erroneous gxcessive assessment witn the resultant return 
of close to glJJJ.JU0 reversing ouraen ot proot-poy the invacion of 
the appellant's vamiiy ana ner privacy in an aniawrul risning 
expedition ror money not due it-oy humiliating the appellait ia ner 
office for money not aue it-by the criminal act of suostituting 
an absentee, unautnorizea audit ror a oona Tiae personal auait to 
ana aefraud ner 

anlawlully assess ner/tor money not aue it and waich was partially 
returned oy official complaint, thougn oy reason or the ualawrul 


intent and perpetration saoul@ nave veen fully returnea aia wnicn 


is stili in iitigation,det abone never having meen proven to be duee 


Oy tne covering up of unlawiul acts and Je rjury tne latter as recen thy 
aS tne aported ana untinisned trial on 5/6/75 w 
. € é - 
—. 72 wnere the IkS gent 
Was Caugnt ia lies,condaoned aia co apletely ignored to the aetriment 


or the appellant. 


The trial was in tne truest traaition of a cxangaroo one-without a 


lawyer, jury,impartial JUGEe,prpper protective procedure, diligeut care. 


we 
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if tne phiiosopny and aaministration or law can ve consiaered 
a trilogy ol trutn, justice and constructive tninxing wita all 
Que speea tor perpetuation, tnen this nas veen vialated at every 


turn Since tne initation or this matter in tne lower court. 


Answers nave veen Suomittea out of time or never suomittea and 


wnen Suomittea incluaing veraicts nave ceen a travesty on justice. 


The motion of 9/20/74 nas stiil not veen officially adjudicated 


and GQOCKETEU. 


Tne motioa of 5/3/75 nas sgwill not veea officially ao juuicatea 

aid QOGKETCUe 

Tne out or oraer,oojectea to,rorcea trial or 9/0/75 was aeciaea 
letter. 

7/14/75pwitn a stili auatiaisnea trial ana py a lawiess,traudulent 

The motion of 12/23/75 aia not proauce a aecisioa until 9/20/To 

almost a year alter SuodmiSslojle 

Waiting two years trom 3/<0/74 to ¥/¢c)/7e is certainly not justice 

Wd. Uh Fi * * > al ek 
Witn all aue speed, an aniinisned uniair trial,consiuering we 


Marvelous facilities avaliadle. 


This alone snoulau warrant reversal ana summary jJuageleatyiet alone 


toreats and iatimiuation,oecause it is contrary W poucy. 


It perjury unaer oatnm as estabilsned db, the IkS ajent is wrong,ir 


“ 


lawiess acts aid coverup by agents are wrong as verified by te 
at least one 


torcea return or close. to $1JJJ.J0 witn the Finding ef erroneous, 


excessive ASSESSMENT, 


ee ae 
nen 


This too snoulu warrant reversal ana summary juagemeat. 
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An 


Toe appeilant has attempted ia tnis first Segment tO Ouiy preseat 
gne proceuvural flaws ieading to premature verdicts renaering them 


void by reason of this. 


@ne verdicts reaaerea 7/11 °75 ana 9/29/75 coatain numerous jusical 
errors in law aia fact but siace they emanate from proceuural Ilaws, 
Mast o€ coasiaereda null ana void,ana not proper tor coOmmeat now. 
£10 

Sno0uia the court deciue tncere were no procedural flaws, aouse or 
process in reaching tnese veraicts,tne. tne appeilait-reserves the 
Tignt to prosecute tne appeal on tmese jugicial errors, corruptioa 
Oy the uelenaait ana otaer irregularities ianerejwt in tne watter 


oetore tne Court tor recodasiueratioa.: 


AU that time tne appellait wiil attempt to anow tne noax perpetratea 
by tne aereadait apon tne court aad wer and erroneous veruicts 


issuea by reason of tiuis. 


AS Stated previously,tae appeiiant intends to excerise ner rigats 
to tne rullest ana retrieve ner money taxen . sawiessly by tae 


rignts. 
IxS oy abuse, reprenensible :treatueat in Violation of civil ana numan 


The appeliant exlorea tne rile prior to tramter to tne Court or appealw. 
These are reievaut to tne matter at issue nOW-tuey are in tne rile. 

Tne motion to amend ana suppiement pleagings -4/<0/74 

The letter of 1/23/75 tnreatening aismissal to appeiiant it sne aia not 
appear Ior tne pre trial conrerenceson ¢/27/75. 

Oojection to pre trial conterence 3/3/15 A 

Motion for summary Judgement With appenaices for each year tO uphold 
appellant's claims 35/3/75 

Oojection to triai 3/6/75 


Transcript or trial verifying suanission or toe Oojection in writing 


, 3/0/75 


Pr@or its Torcea Comme:ncen zy 


other 


( 


’ 


be 
It is to/aotea tnat errors in iaw aud Fact otner tha: tnose 


pertaiaing to tne premature verdicts wiil aot oe presentea at 


this time. 


Tne appeliaqt cannot resist the temptation to cmmment upon tne 


government iaw yer wnhoOpresiaea at the trial. 


At tne triai,ne aeitner chaliengea or onjected to the appellait's 

veririea aisd@ osure or nis witness's perjury under @@tno.Neltner 

aia ne nave the guts to ask Lor alSmMissal with a iylog witness 

add tne evidence suomittea oy tne appeiiait, yet it seems apparant 
toe ageledudit 


in retrospect tni.t/naving inaucea tne pre trial conterence and tne 


trial plained to uo tnis out was tnwartea oy circus tances. 


Failing tnis,ne waitea more thai Tour Montas when tne triat naa 

dimmed ana vecane TORY $9 ABR Tor agismissal tnrougn tne oacKx aoor 
ME 29/19 

witn a closea letter ratner than aa Oped motion,depriving the 


appellant of ner rignts to fortnrignt aia etnical proceaure. 


tae aismissal 
Tos lette. was uatea 7/9/75 ywas aocuetea 7/14/75 ana tne appellant 


Gia not «nq avout it until 7/23/75. 


Cauaot nonestly say tnat tnis was id tne nignest traaitiona or 


degai profession or in tne oroit or noole justice. 


Tne appeiiant also Cannot resist tne tclptation to aver tnat 

immediate protests to tne cnieI juage'’s ofrice, tne U.S. attoruey's 

Office ana later to Juuge otewart’s olrice arter tne Outrageous 

forced pre trial coaiereace or </27/7> wouia certainly velie 
erroneouS lweqirnady 

Judge Stewart's/ comments in nis Iidai aecisioas which are not veing 


gealt witn at thls time pending aajuaicatio. ot the presedusal 


Tiaws wnica led to premature veraicts renaeriag them nuli ana voia. 
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In conclusion,the appeiia@it waits to set tne recora straignt 


regaraing tne Tax Court ana tne Court of appeais previous adjudications. 


has in her hana a judicial aecree from tne Tax Court grantin 


‘ ? , , 
motion to witharaw tne lyoo ana lyo7 years petition from its 


She nas in ner nana a judicial aecree Irom tne Court OF appeals, 
gad Circuit adjourning tne lyo>) ana lyo4 years penalag tne Outeome 
Or these years in tne District Court,woica nave Stiii not ocean 


adjuaicated. 


The Tax Court dia not aragit ine lyos ana 1904 years at any time 
oecaise the “-ppeilant terminated tne prosecution upon leaalng 
tne Tax Court was not primarily a court W act mm wroiigaoing 

and violation of rignts,wnich was tne reason for oringing tnese 


Jears into tne Tax Court,in tne hope wrong woula vce rignted. 


These two judicial uecrees were available at the pre trial 

conrerence ana at the trial and naa ooth tnese events been used 
witnout dias 

properiy, tis infomatvioa woula nave oveen Kiown immediately, py 


tne juage. 


All tnis information incluaing the appellant's assetions of 
wrongdoing by the aelendant in tne years at issue are a matter 
of public recora and snoula nave been Know by tne government 


erroneous 


lawyer amd deterred him from sending nie/letter of 7/9/75 
Del 


in violation of the appeilant's rign tsf{naving tailed in nis 


Overzealousness to induce a dismissal at tne trial wits a 


dying wituesgeaia tne appeliant's eviuence to Support her 


CLlalaSe 
Respectrully suonittea. 


0/2/77 


